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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responding to the Request for Continued Examination (RCE) 
dated on 04/24/2007. 

2. Claims 10-29 have been submitted for examination. 

3. Claims 10-29 have been examined and rejected. 

4. Claims 10-29 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 10-16, 19, 21-22, and 25-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schoch et al, US Patent No. 6460140B1, hereinafter "Schoch" 
in view of Paolini et al., US Patent No. 6847948B1, hereinafter "Paolini" and 
Mahin et al., US Patent No. 5,761 ,71 9, hereinafter "Mahin". 

As per claims 10 and 26-28: 

Schoch discloses "A method for controlling authorization to use a software 
component of a computer system, the method comprising the steps of: 
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accessing a unique hardware identification code from a computer-readable data 
medium associated with the computer system, the code accessed from a portion 
of the data medium that is readable but not writeable" in (Col 4: 16-29); 
"accessing license information for the software component" in (Col 3:48-55); 
"generating an identification number (license key) comprises the hardware 
identification code (SID) and the license information (PID)" in (Col 4:1-15, and 
Col 4: 33); and 

"transmitting the identification number to the computer system on which the 
software component runs" in (Col 4: 1-15); 

"whereby authorization to use the software component is allowed for the 
computer system associated with the computer-readable data medium and not 
allowed for a second computer system not associated with the computer- 
readable data medium having the unique hardware identification code accessed 
from a portion of the data medium (SID = "microprocessor ID", a second 
computer system will have another unique "microprocessor sector ID")" in (Col 4: 
1-15 and Col 4:20-29). 

Schoch further discloses the limitation regarding by means of an encoding 
algorithm as an encryption algorithm (Col 4: 8-11 and Col 4: 33-36). 



Application/Control Number: 09/829,389 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2135 

Schoch does not expressly disclose "wherein the encoding algorithm inputs 
comprises the hardware identification code and the license information". 
However, Paolini discloses "the encoding algorithm inputs comprises the 
hardware identification code and the license information" as combining the inputs 
of the unique hardware device ID and the license number/serial number of the 
program (i.e., generating the identification information by combining/converting 
the information of the two inputs in any manner) (Col 5: 29-33 and Col 6: 26-32). 
In addition, Mahin et al. disclose that the (processor) identification information is 
stored in the ROM (read-only memory) as the limitation of the medium that is 
readable but not writeable (Col 5: 6-9). 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin are analogous art because they are from similar 
technology relating to the digital data information security and data accessing. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to combine Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin since one of ordinary skill in 
the art would be motivated to (1) prevent an unauthorized computer system from 
operating or utilizing software or data (Col 1: 52-55 from Paolini) and (2) identify 
on-chip the cachability of a processor (Col 2: 21-22 from Mahin). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to combine Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin to obtain the 
invention as specified in claims 10 and 26-28. 
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As per claim 11: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "The method according to claim 10, wherein 
additional information is used by the encoding algorithm to generate the 
identification number" in (Col 4: 1-15 from Schoch, the optional information). 

As per claim 12: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "The method according to claim 10, wherein 
a plurality of identification numbers can be generated for one hardware 
identification code" in (Col 4: 1-15) (license key = Encrypt (Product ID + System 
ID from Schoch) for each software license can be generated uniquely according 
to the variables in the equation). 

As per claim 13: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "The method according to claim 10, wherein 
at least one identification number is stored in a readable and writeable area of 
the data medium" in ((Col 4: 1-15 from Schoch (the registration library receives 
the license key and stores it on the user's computer) or (Col 5: 6-9 from Mahin)). 
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As per claim 14: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "The method according to claim 10, wherein 
additional information (a data medium can store program software, registration 
information, and so far) may be stored on the data medium" in (Col 3:17-33 from 
Schoch). 

As per claim 15: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "The method according to claim 14, wherein 
the additional data stored on the data medium comprises at least one element 
selected from the group consisting of license information, licensor identification, 
and software programs" in (Col 3:17-33 from Schoch). 

As per claim 16: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "The method according to claim 10, wherein 
the data medium comprises a component of the computer system" in ((Col 3:17- 
33 from Schoch) or (Col 5: 6-9 from Mahin)). 

As per claim 19: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "The method according to claim 10, wherein 
the data medium comprises a key which contains information" in ((Col 3:17-33 
from Schoch) or (Col 5: 6-9 from Mahin)). 
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As per claim 21: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "The method according to claim 10, wherein 
the computer system comprises a control unit" in (Col 4:20-29 from Schoch). 

As per claim 22: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "The method according to claim 10, wherein 
the identification number is checked by means of a decoding algorithm" in (Col 4: 
1-15, and Col 4: 33 from Schoch). 

As per claim 25: 

Schoch discloses "A method for controlling authorization to use a software 
component of a computer system, the method comprising the steps of: 
accessing a unique hardware identification code from a computer-readable data 
medium associated with the computer system, the code accessed from a portion 
of the data medium that is readable but not writeable" in (Col 4: 16-29); 
"accessing license information for the software component" in (Col 3:48-55); 
"generating an identification number (license key) comprises the hardware 
identification code (SID) and the license information (PID)" in (Col 4:1-15, and 
Col 4: 33); and 

transmitting the identification number to the computer system on which the 
software component runs" in (Col 4:1-15); 

"checking the identification number by means of a decoding algorithm; and 
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fl. if the decoded identification number matches the encoded information,, 
permitting a user to utilize the software component; or 

f2. if the decoded identification number does not match the encoded information, 
restricting the user from access to the software component (Col 4:1-15); 
whereby authorization to use the software component is allowed for the computer 
system associated with the computer-readable data medium and not allowed for 
a second computer system not associated with the computer-readable data 
medium having the unique hardware identification code accessed from a portion 
of the data medium that is readable but not writeable (SID = "microprocessor ID", 
a second computer system will have another unique "microprocessor sector ID")" 
in (Col 4: 1-15 and Col 4:20-29). 

Schoch further discloses the limitation regarding by means of an encoding 
algorithm as an encryption algorithm (Col 4: 8-11 and Col 4: 33-36). 
Schoch does not expressly disclose "wherein the encoding algorithm inputs 
comprises the hardware identification code and the license information". 
However, Paolini discloses "the encoding algorithm inputs comprises the 
hardware identification code and the license information" as combining the inputs 
of the unique hardware device ID and the license number/serial number of the 
program (i.e., generating the identification information by combining/converting 
the information of the two inputs in any manner) (Col 5: 29-33 and Col 6: 26-32). 
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In addition, Mahin et al. disclose that the (processor) identification information is 
stored in the ROM (read-only memory) as the limitation of the medium that is 
readable but not writeable (Col 5: 6-9). 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin are analogous art because they are from similar 
technology relating to the digital data information security and data accessing. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
was made to combine Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin since one of ordinary skill in 
the art would be motivated to (1) prevent an unauthorized computer system from 
operating or utilizing software or data (Col 1: 52-55 from Paolini) and (2) identify 
on-chip the cachability of a processor (Col 2: 21-22 from Mahin). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to combine Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 25. 

As per claim 29: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose "An identifier for use in determining 
authorization to use a software component of a computer system, the identifier 
generated according to the method of claim 28" in (Col 4:1-15 from Schoch). 
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6. Claims 17-18, 20, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin in view of Watanabe, 
US/20020129265. 

As per claim 17: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose the method of Claim 10. Schoch, Paolini, 
and Mahin is silent on "wherein the data medium comprises a memory card". 
Nevertheless, Watanabe discloses the "Method and Apparatus for Managing 
Software Use" invention, which includes a usage of a dongle to store license 
information in Para 0005-7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention was made for 
one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin to 
include the usage of the Dongle for portability. 

As per claim 18: 

Schoch, Paolini, Mahin, and Watanabe disclose "The method according to claim 
17, wherein the memory card comprises a multimedia card" in (Watanabe, Para 
0005-7). 

As per claim 20: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose the method of Claim 19. Schoch, Paolini, 
and Mahin is silent on "wherein the key comprises a dongle" Nevertheless, 
Watanabe discloses the key comprises a dongle in (Watanabe, Para 0005-7). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention was made for 
one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin to 
include the usage of the Dongle for portability. 



As per claim 23: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose the method of Claim 10. Schoch, Paolini, 
and Mahin is silent on 'The method according to claim 10, wherein checking for 
unauthorized use of the software component is performed during startup of the 
software component". 

Nevertheless, Watanabe discloses the "Method and Apparatus for Managing 
Software Use" invention, which includes a method of checking the license 
information in the dongle prior executing the software in (Para 0024). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention was made for 
one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin to 
include the method of authorizing the execution of the software in Watanabe's 
invention to fully the protection of the software usage. 
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As per claim 24: 

Schoch, Paolini, and Mahin disclose the method of Claim 10. Paolini discloses 
the check is performed periodically as long as the smart card (dongle) is present 
(Col 6: 49-54 from Paolini). In addition, Watanabe discloses the "Method and 
Apparatus for Managing Software Use" invention, which includes a method of 
checking the license information in the dongle prior executing the software in 
(Para 0024). Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention 
was made for one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Schoch, Paolini, and 
Mahin to incorporate Watanabe's teaching of authorizing the execution of the 
software and also modify to check the authorization periodically during the 
execution of the software to prevent the software from executing without 
licensed. 

Response to Arguments 

7. In view of Applicant's amendment, filed on Apr. 24, 2007, to the independent 
Claims, the new references by Paolini et al., US Patent No. 6847948B1, 
hereinafter "Paolini" and Mahin et al., US Patent No. 5,761,719, hereinafter 
"Mahin" have been found and used in combination with Schoch. Please refer to 
rejections above. 
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8. Applicant's remark, filed on Apr. 24, 2007, argues that Watanabe does not 
disclose the limitation that the software component is performed during startup, 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. Watanabe specifically discloses that checking 
the license information in the dongle prior executing the software (parag. 0024). 
That is, during the start up of the software component (prior to the execution of 
the software component itself), the license information is check for authorization 
purpose. 

9. Applicant's remark, filed on Apr. 24, 2007, argues that Watanabe does not 
disclose the limitation that checking for unauthorized use of the software 
component is performed periodically. It is found the citation from Paolini 
discloses the process of checking as long as (periodically) the smart card 
(dongle) is present (Col 6: 49-54 from Paolini). 



Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Barber et al. (U.S. Patent 5,390,297) disclose license management 
systems and methods allow licenses for a computer program to be 
available for use at each of a plurality of nodes of a network. If a valid 
license file at a local node contains an unexpired, available license, a 
license manager at the local node permits the computer program to be 
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executed at the requesting local node. If no such license is available in a 
valid license file at such local node, the license manager searches the 
other nodes for a valid license file containing an unexpired, available 
license. In one embodiment, if an unexpired available license is located in 
a valid license file at a second (or "remote") node, the license manager 
transfers such license to the local node, and assigns and encrypts a 
unique identification to such transferred license. The original record of the 
transferred license is modified by erasing it from the license file at the 
remote node so that the transferred license is no longer available there. In 
a second embodiment, the license manager modifies the license file to 
indicate use of the license at the local node without such transfer. The 
number of copies of the computer program that are authorized for 
execution simultaneously on the network is thus limited to the number of 
licenses that have been loaded into the license files on the network. 



11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yin-Chen Shaw whose telephone number 571- 
272-8593. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-6 (M-F). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



Y.C. Shaw 



Jun. 21,2007 




